United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 1 3- 1450 
www.uspto.gov 



I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. "~[ 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



10/729,202 



12/05/2003 



Thomas Volkel 



2001P07021WOUS 



2442 



7590 05/1 1/2005 

SIEMENS CORPORATION 

intellectual property dept. 
170 WOOD avenue south 

ISELIN, NJ 08830 



EXAMINER 



KUNDU, SUJOY K 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2863 



] 



DATE MAILED: 05/11/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summary 


Application No. 

10/729,202 


Applicant(s) 

VOLKEL, THOMAS 


Sujoy K. Kundu 


Art Unit 

2863 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sung et al. (5,1 77,695) as in view of Hawkes et al (5,973,643). 

With regards to Claim 1 , Sung et al. teaches a method for monitoring at least one 
measuring signal comprising: 

cyclically determining by a computer system a characteristics value of measuring 
signal (Detailed Description, Fig. 1, 102, Column 2, Lines 20-23) in measuring periods 
which are separated from one another by a time interval (Fig. 1 , 104, Column 2, Lines 
20-35); 

automatically defining a priority to the measuring signal (Detailed Description, 
Column 2, Lines 33-37, Fig. 1, 112/120); 

automatically assigning the priority to the measuring signal (Detailed Description, 
Column 3, Lines 35-57, Fig.2, 206/208/210/212 ); 

Sung, does not teach automatically specifying a time interval between the 
measuring periods as a function of the priority. Hawkes discloses a method for 
monitoring at least one measuring signal including automatically specifying a time 
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interval between the measuring periods as a function of the priority (Fig. 8, 87,Column 
8, Lines 52-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to automatically specifying a time interval between the measuring 
periods as a function of the priority as taught by Hawkes into Sung for the purpose of 
creating a control system that allows alteration of a digital power control without 
requiring simultaneous physical modification of the system (Sung, Column 1, Lines 13- 
19). 

Claims 2-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sung and Hawkes as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Berger et al. 
(5,920,617). 

Regarding claim 2 Sung, teaches all the limitations as discussed above, however 
Sung as modified does not teach a method wherein the priority is automatically defined 
as a function of the characteristic value of the measuring signal. Berger discloses a 
method wherein the priority is automatically defined as a function of the characteristic 
value of the measuring signal (Claims, Column 4, Lines 1-15). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a method wherein the priority is automatically defined as 
a function of the characteristic value of the measuring signal as taught by Berger into 
Sung and Hawkes for the purpose of creating a control system that allows alteration of a 
digital power control without requiring simultaneous physical modification of the system 
(Sung, Column 1, Lines 13-19) . 
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Regarding claims 3 and 7, Sung, teaches all the limitations as discussed above, 
however Sung as modified does not teach a method wherein the priority is automatically 
defined as a function of size of the difference in the characteristic values of the 
measuring signal which were determined in two successive measuring periods. Berger 
discloses a method wherein the priority is automatically defined as a function of size of 
the difference in the characteristic values of the measuring signal which were 
determined in two successive measuring periods (Claims, Column 4, Lines 16-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a method wherein the priority is automatically defined as 
a function of size of the difference in the characteristic values of the measuring signal 
which were determined in two successive measuring periods as taught by Berger into 
Sung and Hawkes for the purpose of creating a control system that allows alteration of a 
digital power control without requiring simultaneous physical modification of the system 
(Sung, Column 1, Lines 13-19) . 

Regarding claims 4, 8, and 9, Sung, teaches all the limitations as discussed 
above, however Sung as modified does not teach a method wherein the priority is 
automatically defined as a function of a trend analysis performed by the computer 
system of the characteristic values of the measuring signal which were determined in 
successive measuring periods. Berger discloses a method wherein the priority is 
automatically defined as a function of a trend analysis performed by the computer 
system of the characteristic values of the measuring signal which were determined in 
successive measuring periods (Claims, Column 4, Lines 48-63). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a method wherein the priority is automatically defined as 
a function of a trend analysis performed by the computer system of the characteristic 
values of the measuring signal which were determined in successive measuring periods 
as taught by Berger into Sung and Hawkes for the purpose of creating a control system 
that allows alteration of a digital power control without requiring simultaneous physical 
modification of the system (Sung, Column 1, Lines 13-19). 

Regarding claims 5, 10, 11, and 12, Sung, teaches all the limitations as 
discussed above, however Sung as modified does not teach a method wherein the 
measuring periods are embodied as discrete sampling instants and the characteristic 
values of the measuring signal are embodied as momentary values of the measuring 
signal. Berger discloses a method wherein the measuring periods are embodied as 
discrete sampling instants and the characteristic values of the measuring signal are 
embodied as momentary values of the measuring signal (Fig 2, Column 3, Lines 7-29). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a method wherein the measuring periods are embodied 
as discrete sampling instants and the characteristic values of the measuring signal are 
embodied as momentary values of the measuring signal as taught by Berger into Sung 
and Hawkes for the purpose of creating a control system that allows alteration of a 
digital power control without requiring simultaneous physical modification of the system 
(Sung, Column 1, Lines 13-19) . 



Application/Control Number: 10/729,202 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2863 




Fig. 2 

Regarding claim 6, Berger teaches a method for use in automation technology 
(Claims, Column 4, Lines 49-63). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a method for use in automation technology as taught by 
Berger into Sung and Hawkes for the purpose of creating a control system that allows 
alteration of a digital power control without requiring simultaneous physical modification 
of the system (Sung, Column 1, Lines 13-19) . 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
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communications from the examiner should be directed to Sujoy K. Kundu whose 
telephone number is 571-272-8586. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9- 
5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on 571-272-2269. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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